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R | would be easicr to evaluale the

partially “confirmed” rumor that
“-Richard M. lelms is about to bow
’~ib “pressurc to resign as Director of
‘lhe Central Intelligence Agency if

one were able to get some kind of |

“.fix on the CIA itsclf. The virtually
}‘ixﬁpenctrablc secrecy lhat surrounds
;.every phase of CIA activities, how-
3 :e\(er, reduccs one to an evaluation of
's!')ch extranecus bul relevant facts

. as are available, and there is no ex-

g céss of comfort in any of {hese.

B .

It is disconcerting to learn, for
examp]e that the background of Mr.
}Ielmss dissatisfaction (or president
Nwon‘; dissatlisfaction with  him)

:‘includcs disputes with both Henry

i'-Kiséingcr, Mr. Nixon’s foreign policy

' aaviser, and Melvin Laird, the retir-

:+ing Sceretary of Defense.

T Mr. Laird's quarrel with Mr.
Helms reportedly stems from their
dlmgx eement in 1969 when My, Laird
msMcd ithat the Sovicts were ma-
“Jeuvering 1o attain a “first-strike

“-¢apability” against the US and Mr.
Helms insisted that Jloscow had in

-no way shifted from its {raditional

« emphasis on defense. That we are all

~81ill here may not prove conclusive-
1y that Mr. Laird was wrong and Br.
Helms was right, but we ARE still
hele

- . His dispule with Mr, Kissinger, or
vice versa, was prediclable a year ago
when Mr. Nixon set up an intelli-
-rgence commitlce w ithin the National
‘5ecuuty Council and made Mr. Kis-
“singer its head. Whether My, Nixon is
“perhaps giving My, Kissinger {oo
**much authority and is spreading him
““{oo thin would be a subjective judg-

ment incapable, for now at least, of
..objeclive proof.

$'+" But the repuled ]'{issingn_r objec-
“4ion that Mr. Helms “was not sup-
“porting the Adminisiration” in com-
“mittee councils raises an interesting
. question. The CIA director’s chief

" _{unction, one would think, is not to

5upport thc Admmlstratlon or Dr.

Kissinger cither when, the facts as he
knows them diclate otherwise. His -
job is 1o let-the facts fall where they -

may.

. Nixen spol\e highly of Mx.“'
Hclms just a year ago when he an-’
nounced- that Mr. Helms would as-
sume “cnhanced leadership” in plan-
ning, reviewing, coordinating and ‘

evaluating all intelligence programs
and activies. By most estimates, he
had earned the accolade. '

" For one thing, he had both th¢

wisdom and the courage o oppose.

the CIA’s disasirous attempt {o in-

vade Cuba at the Bay of Pigs in .

1861, opposing not only the then CIA
hierarchy but also the admirals and

- generals in the Pentagon. President

Kennedy thercafter was. as leery of

Penlagon counsel as Mr. Helms had °

been. “If it wasn't for the Bay of
Pigs, I might have sent Marines into
Laos in 1961, as a lot of peoplc
around hme wuntou me to do.”

Mr. Helnis showed his perspicac-
ily also in 1967 when- Air Force in-

{elligence insisted that. bombing -

would bring North Vietnam to iis
kness, and Mr. ¥elms said that it
would unite the North Vietnamese
and firm up their resolve to fight to

the death if necessary, Lyndon John- -

son could have saved his Presidency
and the war could have been ended
long ago if the While House had
listened to the facts of the situation
rather than the politics of it.

One does not lightly endorse a
secret police agency cven when, as
in the case -of the CIA under Mr,
Helms, “we do not larget on Amer-
ican citizens.” But so long as super-
spies are one of the facts of inter-
national life, one rests somewhat
more comfortably when the top spy,
so fay as one is able to judge, is
competent and conscientious and
sticks 1o the hard facts without
bending to political winds.
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A few U.S. senators and thelr journalistic alljes

have renewed a heavy-handed attempt to force

the seeveey wnd subtle ty-of the Central Intclligence-

Agency under the thumb of Congress.

Critics of U.S. foreign policy, in IlldOL]lm'l and
elsawhere, are especially eager to call the CIA to
acc cunt and thus by asserting accountability to re-
what is commonly referred 1o as the usurped
“coneressional res sponsibility in the ms kmf* of
{oreign policy.” ' )

The erroneous implieation is thal Congress is
primarily responsible for the formulation of foreign
policy, whereas Congress is only one source of

“authorily in relations with other nations and in
nationel security affairs. Senators Cooper, Case and
McGovern want the real fount of foreign policy —

~ the Exccutive Branch - brought under much
closer congressional control and influence, which is

. Impracticable and Iimprobable,

The CIA makcs a convenicnt scap roat,

especially for those who disagree with the foreign
policies of the incumbent & administration and even

¢

more espacially for those who fail ‘to wnderstand
, the functions (and limitations) of the CIA as 2
" adjunct of the National Security Council, re.

--sponsible directly {o the President.

Undue secrecy in government is de p}or.aUO
but it does not foliow that there must be no seereis
or that the in{elhbonﬂe garncred by the CIA must
be shared with 535 members of Congress. Some
congressional oversight of the funchc».m of the in-
telligence community, of which the CIA. is only one’
member, i<; desirable and in fact it is now and has

for years bzon exercised at the President’s discre-’

tion through ranking congressicnal leadzars,

But where congressional ov ersight ends and
congressional control hegins is a moot pomt Con-
gress in the past has wisely recognized the re-
strictions its sheer size and the scope of its concerng
impose on its dealings in day-hy- day internationzl
alfairs. It has, therefore, given the Executive
Branch the tools with which to exercise the Presi-
dent’s pre-eminent constitutional authority in
foreign affairs, the mechanies of which invelve 1he
very security of the United States,’
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